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43 Alr Force Rockets
Air Force officials said today that

they were whether any of
those satellites d be launched by
unmanned booster rockets. Since the
shuttle came into service in 1081 the Air

rockets on hand. :
models capable of 1oogmw
to smaller Scout rockets m
small satellites into low orbits.

" But the officials said it would require
expensive modifications to refit some
satellites for rocket launching. Morev-
er, rding to Air F - to
O BAST Of B
TEIIZEhce _satellite
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experiment de-
signed to test the ability to track air-
craft from outer space.

Military Support to Continue

That la , the first from a new
facility for military shuttle la
at Vandenburg Air Force Base in -
fornia, was also scheduled' to
Under Secretary of the Air Force
ward C. Aldridge into space.

Donald C. Latham, the Assistant Sec

v of Defense harge of com:
communications and intéjli-
enco-gathering satellites, S I AT
interview today that regardless of the
Challenger misiap, thé DeIdse De
partment Wouid not SDENOON 108 TOIE s
auttle.
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‘ Capacity of Remaining
Brig. Gen. Donald J. Kutyna, the Air
Force director of space , said
in an interview that the

peared that three orbiters could handle :
the scheduled military missions, but .
m by pre-empting many commercial
scientific missions.
The military has authority to claim
. priority for its cargo on the basis of na-
. tional security, but has never used it.
! There was wide agreement in and out
of the that Tuesday’s acci-

might be grounded in times of crisis be-
cause of the risk of attack.
The recently declassified testimony

before a House Appropriations sub-

committee shows that Air Farce repre-
Sentatives said that once the shuttle
achieved its full schedule of 24 flights a
year in 1988, a six-month delay could
throw the schedule off by two years.

‘‘Should one orbiter be permanently
disabled, we would never catch up,”’
the service said. e

Air Force officials have also com-
plained in private that the civilian
Space agency cannot always provide
gcmxcryrecytheywo\udlike for some

Shuttle in Congress have
that the Air Force is also moti-
vated by a desire for control of space
operations, and that its alternative
plans would siphon money from the
shuttle program.

The military has played an increas-
ing role in financing and management
of the shuttle program and in research
into its future. But many in the military

- | have remained cool to the shuttle pro-

gram because of its predaminantly
nonmilitary orientation.

dent may I ot}:e it2lx'll?ox'<:e to p\t:lsh for
an expansion plan, recently ap-
proved by Congress, to spend $2 billion
-on new rockets.
Under the , the Air Force

has authority to buy 10 ‘“‘compiemen-
tary expendable launch vehicles’ to be

used, two a year in 1988, for
satellites that must be launched on a
precise schedule.

Gen. Kutyna said he had been as-
signed to examine whether the new
rocket program should be enlarged.

Security Risk Predicted

Air Force officials said in Congres-
sional testimony last year that reliance
on the shuttle alone was ‘‘an unaccept-
able national security risk’’ because
the shuttle schedule may not be de-
pendable enough for urgent military
payloads, and that manned vehicles




